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Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 5558] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5558) for the relief of Anna Maria Krause, having considered 
the same, reports favorably thereon without*amendment and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to waive the excluding provision of the 
immigration laws relating to the commission of a crime involving moral 
turpitude in behalf of the wife of a citizen of the United States who is 
an honorably discharged veteran of World War II. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The beneficiary of the bill is a native and citizen of Germany who 
was married on May 3, 1950, to John Henry Krause, Jr., a United 
States citizen and an honorably discharged veteran of World War II. 
Mr. Krause had served in Germany and received an honorable 
discharge in 1946. In 1950 he returned to Germany and married 
the beneficiary of the bill. The evidence discloses that the beneficiary 
of the bill was once convicted of the theft of a pair of shoes and was 
fined 25 deutschemarks. On November 15, 1950, a son was born to 
the beneficiary of the bill, which son is a citizen of the United States. 
Without the waiver provided for in the bill the beneficiary of the bill 
will be unable to accompany her citizen child to the United States to 
join her husband. 

A letter dated January 2, 1952, to the chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Immigration of the House of Representatives from Congressman 
Claude I. Bakewell with reference to the case reads as follows: 
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ConGRESS OF THE UNITED StaTEs, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1952. 
Francis E. Water, 
lieitions n, Subcommittee on I mmigration and Judiciary Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear CoNnGRESSMAN WattTeER: I wish to call your attention to H. R. 5558, 
Eighty-second Congress, which was introduced by Congressman Smith of Wis- 
consin on October 1, 1951, and was referred to your subcommittee. 

H. R. 5558 is a priv ate bill for the relief of Anna Marie Krause. Anna Marie 
Krause is the wife of John Henry Krause, Jr., who is a resident of Missouri, and 
who has inquired of me as to the present status of the bill. From what I have 
learned about the matter, I believe the bill is a most meritorious one and action 
on it should be expedited as much as possible. 

As I understand it, the bill results from the following facts: 

Following the end of World War II, John Henry Krause, Jr., who was then in 
the United States Army, was stationed at Neubibirg Air Base, just outside Munich. 
While stationed there he met Anna Marie Stockhammer, a German national, who 
was then employed by a lawyer in Munich. Mr. Krause was returned to the 
United States toward the end of 1946 and received an honorable discharge from 
the Army on December 8, 1946. Thereafter he concluded his education and 
received a degree as an aeronautical engineer. In 1950, he returned as a private 
citizen to Germany and on May 3, 1950, married Anna Marie Stockhammer. 
Having gone to Germany immediately following completion of his education, he 
was not then in a position to apply for a visa for his wife while in Germany, as a 
necessary part of the application for a visa is an affidavit of support. He, there- 
fore, returned to the United States, secured employment and applied for a visa 
for his wife. The application was made with the Chicago office of the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service of the Department of Justice. The application 
was approved by the Chicago office and forwarded to Washington, where it was 
appreved and sent to the American consul general in Munich. Anna Marie 
Krause was called into the Munich consulate, took a physical examination, and 
filled out various documents. Thereafter a check of police records disclosed that 
she had previously been convicted for stealing a pair of shoes and was fined 25 
deutschemarks, the equivalent of slightly over $5 in United States currency. 
Because of this conviction, she was denied a visa, since section 3 of the Immigration 
Act of 1917, as amended, excludes aliens who have been convicted of a crime 
involving moral turpitude. Petty larcency has been construed as a crime involving 
moral turpitude. 

Subsequently, on November 15, 1950, a son, John Henry Krause III, was born 
of the marriage and he, being the son of an American, of course, is an ’ American 
citizen and is eligible for entry into the United States. 

After the visa was denied for the foregoing reason, Mr. Krause made numerous 
efforts to have the ruling changed administratively and, in this connection, 
enlisted the help of Senator Paul H. Douglas, of Illinois. ‘These efforts to have 
the ruling changed administratively were fruitless inasmuch as the Immigration 
Act of 1917, as amended, gives the consular office no discretion in such matters. 

Thereafter, on September 14, 1951, Senator Douglas introduced in the Senate 
a private bill for the relief of Anna Marie Krause, 8. 2124. H.R. 5558, which is 
an identical bill, was introduced thereafter. 

You can well imagine that the passage of H. R. 5558 is of the utmost concern 
and importance to Mr. and Mrs. Krause and their son. The original application 
for a visa was approved by the Chicago office of the Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Service on June 29, 1950, approximately 144 years ago. The couple have 
been separated since May of 1950, and Mr. Krause has never seen his son. 

I am enclosing for the information of your subcommittee certain documents 
which I believe should give your committee a rather complete picture of the 
situation and also may make it possible for you to report H. R. 5558 without 
the necessity of securing a report from the Immigration and Naturalization 
aera Further documentary evidence is available if the committee should 

esire it. 

I would appreciate it if you would set the bill down for a hearing and advise 
me of the date so that I may be present. 

Cordially yours. 


CiaupE I. BAKEWELL, 
Member of Congress. 
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The files of the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Repre- 
sentatives also contain the following letter addressed to Senator Paul 
Douglas from the Chief of the Visa Division, Department of State, 
with reference to the case: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, July 23, 1951. 
Hon, Pavut H. Dovetnas, 
United States Senate, 


My Dzar Senator Dovetas: The Department is in receipt of a communica- 
tion from the American consulate general at Munich, Germany, acknowledging 
your letter of June 7, 1951, concerning the immigration visa case of Mrs. Anna 
Maria Krause. 

The consular officer reports that he has had a further investigation made into 
the circumstances under which Mrs. Krause was convicted, which revealed that 
she was tried and convicted of theft by a duly constituted and competent German 
court. He feels that while Mrs. Krause’s case is certainly one deserving of sym- 
pathy, under the immigration laws and regulations he is not permitted to go 
behind the records of a foreign court regarding the existence and nature of a 
crime or to determine purpose, motive, or knowledge. Therefore, the consular 
officer cannot question Mrs. Krause’s conviction, nor 1s it possible to consider the 
circumstances surrounding the theft as grounds for ignoring that conviction. 

As you know, section 3 of the act of February 5, 1917, as amended, renders 
excludable from the United States persons who have been convicted of or who 
admit having committed a felony or other crime or misdemeanor involving moral 
turpitude. As you also know, theft has been held to constitute moral turpitude. 
In view of this fact, and as section 2 (f) of the Immigration Act of 1924, as 
amended, provides that no immigration visa shall be issued to an alien who is 
inadmissible into the United States, the consular officer had not choice but to refuse 
a visa in Mrs. Krause’s case. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. J. L’Hevurevx, 
Chief, Visa Division. 

Senator Paul Douglas has introduced a bill, S. 2124, in the Senate, 
which is a related bill, but in view of the fact that the committee is 
reporting favorably on H. R. 5558, the bill, S. 2124, will be indefinitely 
postponed. : : 

The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is 
of the opinion that the bill (H. R. 5558) should be enacted. 


O 





